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Detailed Action 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the Amendment filed on 07/06/2004. Claim 8 
has been amended. Claim 10 has been cancelled without prejudice. Claims 19-21 
have been added as new claims. Claims 1-9 and 1 1-21 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless » 

, (e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 
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3. Claims 1-2, 8-9, 11-13 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Rudy et al. (US 6,360,252), herein after referred as Rudy. 

4. As to claim 1, Rudy teaches a method for synchronous wireless application 
protocol messaging comprising the steps of: 

providing each of two or more clients to a wireless application protocol (WAP) 
chat server an identification (the IMS provides a WML login or authentication page to 
client machine 220 for user entering user name and password) (Rudy, Fig. 5 and 
C11:L44-C5:L10); 

creating a wireless markup language document (a web page) including a client 
profile (e.g., user name) and a client posted message (the IMS creates and transmits a 
chat page with included links to client machine 220) (Rudy, Fig. 8 and C16: L9-53); and 

synchronizing each client's view of the wireless markup language document (if 
the chat item was successfully submitted by the IMS, the chat page created in the next 
iteration should include the submitted chat item) (Rudy, Fig. 8 and C16:L60 - C1 7:L9). 

5. As to claim 2, Rudy teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the document 
includes a hyperlink for allowing the client navigate profiles and messages (the IMS 
creates and transmits a chat page with included links to client machine 220) (Rudy, Fig. 
8 and C16: L36-53). 
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6. As to claim 8, Rudy teaches a system for synchronous mobile collaboration 
comprising: 

a wireless application protocol client (a wireless client machine 220) connected to 
a wireless application protocol gateway (a carrier's server system 222) (Rudy, Fig. 4 
and C 10: L42-63); 

a world wide web server hosting a wireless application protocol chat service for 
managing collaborators on a session-per-user basis (provider's network 206 includes 
provider's server system 232 providing conventional network services as IMAP, POP3, 
SMTP, LDAP, or chat server for managing chat service, etc.), the world wide web server 
connected to the wireless application protocol gateway (via the communication network 
200) and generating a wireless markup language interface for the wireless application 
protocol client (generating WML login/authentication, top-level menu and chat page for 
the client machine 220) (Rudy, Fig. 4, C1 1 :L8 - C5:L10); and 

an internet relay chat server specified by the wireless application protocol client 
at the start of the session (client machine uses a provider supplied URL via the User 
server system 212 to establish a connection to the chat server of the provider's server 
system 232), wherein the internet relay chat server is coupled to the world wide web 
server (Rudy, C10: L30-41 and C11:L44-C12: L10). 

7. As to claim 9, Rudy teaches the system of claim 8, wherein the World Wide Web 
server manages wireless application protocol client chat sessions, which in turn can 
interact with multiple internet relay chat servers (to enable the IMS to provide the "Chat" 
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service to a group of people, a counterpart chat server program must be running on 
User's server system 212 or another network that is accessible to all of the people in the 
group, i.e., interacting with internet relay chat servers) (Rudy, C1 5:L62 - C6:L8). 

8. As to claim 1 1 , Rudy teaches the system of claim 8, wherein the World Wide 
Web server comprises a wireless application protocol Chat agent based on Active 
Server Page technology (provider's server system 232 provides an intermediate server 
IMS, i.e., a chat server, implemented with an Apache 1.3 Web server using the Apache 
JServ module running a custom set of Servlets) (Rudy, C1 1 : L1 9-22). 

9. Claims 12-13 are corresponding program storage device claims of method claims 
1-2; therefore, they are rejected under the same rationale. 

10. As to claim 19, Rudy teaches the system of claim 8, wherein the wireless markup 
language WML interface is stored on the world wide web server and served to the 
wireless application client (the IMS generates, stores and servers the WML 
login/authentication, top-level menu and chat page to the client machine 220), wherein a 
wireless application protocol client message sent to the world wide web server is added 
to the wireless markup language interface (the client transmits to the IMS the entered 
text to the conversation, if the chat item was successfully submitted, the chat page 
created in the next iteration should include the submitted chat item) (Rudy, C1 1:L44 - 
C12: L10 and C16:L60 - C17:L9). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

11. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 3-6 and 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rudy, in view of Marquette et al. (US 6,499,053), herein after 
referred as Marquette. 

13. As to claims 3-4, Rudy teaches the method of claim 1, but does not explicitly 
teach a first client creates a collaboration space and the server provides a collaboration 
space for clients. 

In a related art, Marquette teaches mobile (wireless) chat clients 21 are 
configurable to operate in either a master mode or a slave mode, wherein the master 
mode, the mobile chat client 21 can initiate (create a chat room/session), participate in, 
and manage chat sessions (Marquette, C3: L32-41). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Rudy and Marquette to 
have a first client create a collaboration space and provide a collaboration space for 
clients since such methods were conventionally employed in the art to allow the chat 
server to create a collaboration space as requested/initiated by a chat client to form a 
chat session for him and his potential invitees in real-time. 

14. As to claim 5, Rudy-Marquette teaches the method of claim 4, wherein the 
collaboration space includes a client moderator (in the master mode, the mobile chat 
client 21 can initiate, participate in, and manage chat sessions) (Marquette, C3: L32- 
41). 

1 5. As to claim 6, Rudy-Marquette teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
the step of defining a privilege for client, wherein the privilege defines access to 
document content (the chat server determines from the user name to configure the chat 
client as master mode that can initiate/create a chat room/session, invite members to 
join the chat session, participate in a chat session initiated by another master client, and 
manage chat sessions) (Marquette, C3: L32-41 ). 

16. Claims 14-17 are corresponding program storage device claims of method claims 
3-6; therefore, they are rejected under the same rationale. 
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17. Claims 7 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rudy, in view of Burgan et al. (US 6,668,169), herein after referred as Burgan. 

18. As to claim 7, Rudy teaches the method of claim 1, but does not explicitly teach 
the step of refreshing a client view of the document after a defined period of time. 

In a related art, Burgan teaches a method for communicating within a chat topic 
in a wireless communication system, wherein the chat application 160 automatically 
updates the display 156 when a new chat message has been received (Burgan, C10: 
L31-42). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Rudy and Burgan to 
refresh a client view of the document (i.e., the chat page) after a defined period of time 
since such methods were conventionally employed in the art the allow the chat 
message (or chat screen/window) to be updated while the user is reading it without 
disturbing the display 156 (Burgan, C10: L33-34). 

19. Claim 18 is a corresponding program storage device claim of method claim 7; 
therefore, it is rejected under the same rationale. 

20. Claims 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rudy, in view of Inala et al. (US 6,442,590), herein after referred as Inala. 
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21 . As to claim 20, Rudy teaches the method of claim 1 , but does not explicitly teach 
the step of storing the wireless markup language document on the server for viewing by 
the clients. 

In a related art, Inala teaches a method and apparatus for a site-sensitive 
interactive chat network, wherein chat transcripts maybe stored for some period of time 
and such transcript storage is made available at the service-control server (Inala, 
C9:L62-C10:L7). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Rudy and Inala to store 
the wireless markup language document on the server for viewing by the clients since 
such methods were conventionally employed in the art as in conventional chat 
programs, for the purpose of rendering them searchable (Inala, C9: L62-64). 

22. Claim 21 is a corresponding program storage device claim of method claim 20; 
therefore, it is rejected under the same rationale. 

23. Applicant's arguments as well as request for reconsideration filed on 07/06/2004 
have been fully considered but they are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

24. Further references of interest are cited on Form PTO-892, which is an 
attachment to this office action. 
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25. A shortened statutory period for reply to this action is set to expire THREE (3) 
months from the mailing date of this communication. See 37 CFR 1 . 1 34. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Quang N. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3886. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
SPE, Rupal Dharia, can be reached at (571 ) 272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization is (703) 872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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